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Abstract: This research is aimed at knowing the students’ English achievement
profile from 2010 - 2014 at SMKN 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura. The method used in
this research is descriptive. Based on the analysis, the mean score ( ) of students’
English national examination (Ujian Nasional/UN) achievement in 2010 was 6.29
with standard deviation (SD) of 1.25. In UN 2011, = 7.2 and SD= 1.28. In UN
2012, = 5.14 and SD= 1.61. In UN 2013, = 5.79 and SD= 1.09; and in UN
2014, = 4.81 and SD= 1.23. In five years, students’ English mean scores ( ) in
the national examination in SMKN 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura was 5.85 with the
standard deviation of 1.56. It is concluded that the students’ English achievement
profile in SMKN 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura in the last five years showed an
inconsistency trend and tended to show a negative progress.
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Abstrak: Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui profil pencapaian siswa pada
mata pelajaran Bahasa Inggris pada tahun 2010 sampai 2014 pada SMKN 1 Teluk
Keramat, Sekura. Metode yang digunakan pada penelitian ini adalah deskriptif.
Berdasarkan analisis, nilai rata-rata ( ) pencapaian Bahasa Inggris siswa pada
ujian nasional (UN) tahun 2010 adalah 6.29 dengan standar deviasi (SD) 1.25. UN
2011, =7.2 dan SD= 1.28. UN 2012, =5.14 dan SD=1.61. UN 2013, =5.79
dan SD=1.09; dan pada UN 2014, =4.81 dan SD=1.23. Dalam lima tahun
terakhir, Nilai rata-rata Bahasa Inggris siswa pada ujian nasional di SMKN 1
Teluk Keramat, Sekura adalah 5.85 dengan standar deviasi 1.56. Dapat
disimpulkan bahwa profil pencapaian Bahasa Inggris siswa SMKN 1 Teluk
Keramat, Sekura dalam lima tahun terakhir menunjukan inkonsistensi dan
cendrung menunjukan adanya penurunan.
Kata kunci: Profil pencapaian, ujian nasional (UN)
nglish in Indonesian education is taught as a foreign language. Although the
position of English in Indonesia is only as a foreign language, it is considered
as the most important foreign language. English subject is an important subject in
school in every level starting from the junior high school to senior high school or
vocational school. In the school, students interact with teacher who is in control of
the process of learning. This interaction will later set the quality of the education
and becomes one of the factors that define the achievement profile of the
E
2education. Thus, the researcher intended to see the achievement profile of English
subject at SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura.
There are many ways to see the achievement of a certain subject such as
the academic achievement in the regional or national competition and more
simple way yet accurate is the national examination score.  English subject is an
important subject in the national examination. English subject is one of regular
subjects enrolled in the national examination. The score of English subject in the
national examination determine the graduation to both the student itself and the
school.
Students must pass the passing grade to graduate from the school. In the
vocational school, the passing grade is 4.0 including English subject. If by a
chance a student gets below 4.0, the mean score of all subjects in the national
examination is 5.5. So, every student must have a mean score of 5.5 and minimum
of 4.0 score of English subject to pass the national examination.
School also depends on English national examination score because the
graduation percentage is also influenced by English score. When most of the
students in a school do not meet the requirement of 4.0 on English score, it will
decrease the graduation percentage of the school. The school has the
responsibility to make all of its students passed the passing grade. There are many
ways for a school to improve the score to meet the requirements and one of them
is through teacher. As a student who enrolled in this faculty, Teacher Training and
Education Faculty, there is a responsibility for us to increase student’s
achievement in English specifically their score on national examination.
National examination in Indonesia is under Permendikbut RI Nomor 97
Tahun 2013 as the replacement of Pasal 65 ayat (6), Pasal 67 ayat (3), and Pasal
72 ayat (2) Peraturan Pemerintah Nomor 19 Tahun 2005 about national standart of
education. Permendikbut RI Nomor 97 Tahun 2013 states that national
examination (UN) is an activity of measurement and assessment of achieving
graduated basic competence nationally in certain subject. It also defines that
national examination score is a score that a student gets in the final examination.
Permendikbud RI Nomor 97 Tahun 2013 defines several criteria of graduation for
student of an education unit and one of them is graduated from the national
examination.
Testing is very important in the teaching and learning process. According
to Flutcher (2010:1) says “Tests that are under local control are mostly used to
place learners into classes, to discover how much they have achieved, or to
diagnose difficulties that individual learners may have”. Test is used to measure
the achievement. Kubiszyn and Borich (2003:4) explain one of the uses of test is
“To ensure that students are progressing toward achievement of state academic
and performance standards measured by high-stakes test”. The form of high-
stakes test in Indonesia is the national examination. It is the final step that every
student must face in order to graduate from a certain level of education. National
examination determined the standard of education explicitly in number. The
reality of the education in Indonesia was nearly tragic. The standard score is set at
a very low level, 4.0. It is a wide concern that should get the attention of every
person who has the authority, obligation and interest in the educational field.
3Bachman (1990:20) observes that a test is one type of measurement
instrument, and thus necessarily quantifies characteristics of individuals according
to explicit procedures. Overton in Kilzik (2014:13) defines test as a method to
determine a student's ability to complete certain tasks or demonstrate mastery of a
skill or knowledge of content. Some types would be multiple choice tests, or a
weekly spelling test. While it is commonly used interchangeably with assessment,
or even evaluation, it can be distinguished by the fact that a test is one form of an
assessment. On the other word, test is a tool in measuring the ability and
achievement of the students at the end of the teaching and learning process. There
are oral and also written test. Bachman (1990:18) defines “measurement is the
process of quantifying the characteristics of a person according to explicit
procedures and rule”. Overton in Kilzik (2014:3) says “Measurement, beyond its
general definition, refers to the set of procedures and the principles for how to use
the procedures in educational tests and assessments. Some of the basic principles
of measurement in educational evaluations would be raw scores, percentile ranks,
derived scores, standard scores, etc.” At the end of teaching and learning activity,
an evaluation is needed to measure students’ achievement. The widely used form
of the evaluation in carrying out students’ achievement is test. In our education
system, the evaluation test has been long used at the end of teaching and learning
process. There are evaluation test such as, chapter test, mid semester test, semester
test, and national examination test. The position of an evaluation is crucial.
Gronlund (1982:2) defines evaluation as “the systematic of collecting, analyzing,
and interpreting information to determine the extent to which pupils are achieving
instructional objectives”. Evaluation is a process that critically examines a
program. It involves collecting and analyzing information about a program’s
activities, characteristics, and outcomes. Its purpose is to make judgments about a
program, to improve its effectiveness, and/or to inform programming decisions.
National Examination in our country is part of the evaluation process of the whole
programs taken in the process of teaching and learning. The government sees that
as a standard measurement of the quality of education.
Evaluation and measurement are different but they are related to each
other. The use of educational evaluation and the analysis of data such as scores
obtained from educational evaluation to infer the abilities and proficiencies of
students. Measurement sets standard in the evaluation because before evaluation
is taken, there has to be based on measurements.
The explanation of testing, measurement and evaluation above gives us a
real picture of testing as a very important process in teaching and learning. Test
can give us information about student’s ability and it can act as a standard
procedure of evaluating the process of teaching and learning. Test collects
information with the aid of numerical scale or a category system, can be written or
oral. In this research, the researcher focuses on the national examination as the
tools of our government to measure Indonesian students’ ability in learning and
evaluates the possible action to increase students’ academic achievement.
“Generalisability is therefore an important consideration in tests with an
external mandate, when they are used to certify an ability to perform at a specified
level, or to compare and contrast the performance of schools, educational districts,
4or even countries. We refer to such tests as being high-stakes” (Fulcher, 2010:3).
Kubiszyn and Borich (2003) defines “High-stakes testing refers to the use of tests
and assessments alone to make decisions that are of prominent educational,
financial, or social impact”. From the definition above, it could be concluded that
high-stakes testing is a kind of test with great interest and also it could bring a
great effect. In Indonesia, the form of high-stakes testing is National Examination
(UN).
National Examination or commonly known as UN is a policy carried out
by the government in the educational field in order to set a standard to the quality
of Indonesian education. According to Undang-Undang No.20 Tahun 2004
Education is defines as “pendidikan merupakan usaha sadar dan terencana untuk
mengembangkan segala potensi yang dimiliki peserta didik melalui proses
pembelajaran”. To achieve the purpose of education, then a curriculum is needed
to program so that in such a way the purpose of education is achieved. After that,
to see the achieving level an evaluation is needed so National Examination or UN
is created. When we looked back to the history of UN, UN was created after the
era of EBTANAS (evaluasi belajar tahap akhir nasional). UN is a tool to measure
the achievement level of the purpose of education. National Examination (UN)
has the function of quality control over our educational system. The result of the
UN determines the quality of a student, school, and Indonesian education in
general. The government had set the standard to pass the national examination,
but almost every year the standard has been changed. In this research, the
researcher uses the result of UN in SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat from the last five
years. In 2010, to graduate the minimum score should be at least 4,0. In 2011-
2014, the examination score is has 40 percent over 60 percent of school’s score
(NS) to determine the graduation status of a student. The minimum score in the
last four years is quite different because students could get 2.0 in national
examination (UN) but they should get 4.0 as the average of both UN score and NS
and also the average score of all subject must be 5.5.
METHOD
The method used in this research is descriptive method because descriptive
method can describe something systematically and accurately about the factual
events. Postlethweite (2005:2) says descriptive research “provides information
about conditions, situations, and events that occur in the present. Descriptive
research aims to ascertain the level or status of a criterion variable at a specific
point, without comparison of groups. Descriptive research seeks to provide an
accurate description of observations of a phenomenon. Objectivity and neutrality
are the characteristic of descriptive research.
Best (1981:107) states “A population is any group of individuals that have
one or more characteristics in common that are interesting to the research”. Thus,
population is about a complete set of things or people that we are interested in and
studied. The size of population is the number of people or observation’s subjects.
The population in this research is all students’ score of English national
examination at SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura starting from academic year
52009/2010 to academic year 2013/2014. The following are the list of the number
of the students and the mean score of English national examination in every
academic year starting from 2009/2010 to 2013/2014:
Table 1
Population of the Research
No Academic Year Number of Student
1 2009/2010 225
2 2010/2011 207
3 2011/2012 214
4 2012/2013 194
5 2013/2014 209
Blerkom (2008:212) stated that a sample of particular classroom in a
school where the research being conducted can represent all the students in that
school. It means that we could use the students in a particular classroom as a
sample or population depending on the question that is asked. If we are interested
in all of the students in a school, then the students in one particular class can serve
as a sample of that larger population. However, if we are interested only in that
particular class, then the students in that class are as the population. It means that
particular class is as the population and also the sample. In this research, the
population of the research is also the sample of the research. The sample is all
students’ score of English national examination at SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat
starting from academic year 2009/2010 to academic year 2013/2014.
To enable the researcher to conduct this research systematically, the procedures of
data analysis are necessary to be made. The procedures of data analysis are as
follows:
1. Dividing the national examination score based on the academic years
It is necessary for the researcher to separate and group the data in the
systematical order based on the years of the academic calendar.
2. Preparing tools of data collecting
The tool of collecting data is SPSS program that will help the researcher to
serve the data systematically.
3. Input the data to the SPSS program
SPSS program is made to make the data analysis to be easier yet accurate.
4. Making analysis of the data
The analysis of data will determine the achievement profile of students from
the research questions.
5. Doing a semi-structure interview
Semi-structure interview will help the researcher see the factors affecting
students’ achievement profile.
6. Making conclusion and suggestion
The conclusion is drawn from the analysis of students’ achievement score and
the addition information taken from the interview. After that the suggestion is
made concerning students’ achievement of English subject.
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Findings
The students’ English achievement in the last five years was analyzed by the
researcher by using the computation of SPSS program. The analysis is aimed to
know the number of students, mean score, maximum score and score minimum
and also standard deviation. This is the records in five years starting from 2010-
2014. The result of students’ English national examination in the last five years is
shown in table 2 as follows:
Table 2
Students’ English Achievement in the Last Five Years
UN 5 Years
N Valid 1049
Mean 5.85
Maximum 9.40
Minimum 2.00
Std. Deviation 1.56
Based on the result presented in table 2, there were 1049 students
participating in the national examination (UN) for the last five years. The
accumulation of students in five years got 5.85 as the mean score. The maximum
score achieved by the students is 9.40 while the minimum score is 2.00. The
standard deviation is 1.56.
After the researcher found the descriptive statistics of students’ English
achievement in the last five years, the researcher found that detail frequency of
students’ English score of national examination is needed then it is presented in
the table 3.
Table 3
Students’ English Achievement Frequency in the Last Five Years
Frequency Valid Percent
Cumulative
Percent
Valid 2.00 1 .1 .1
2.20 2 .2 .3
2.40 5 .5 .8
2.60 8 .8 1.5
2.80 7 .7 2.2
3.00 14 1.3 3.5
3.20 22 2.1 5.6
3.40 18 1.7 7.3
3.60 33 3.1 10.5
3.80 14 1.3 11.8
4.00 25 2.4 14.2
4.20 32 3.1 17.3
4.40 34 3.2 20.5
4.60 45 4.3 24.8
74.80 53 5.1 29.8
5.00 39 3.7 33.6
5.20 59 5.6 39.2
5.40 41 3.9 43.1
5.60 48 4.6 47.7
5.80 38 3.6 51.3
6.00 51 4.9 56.1
6.20 32 3.1 59.2
6.40 43 4.1 63.3
6.60 40 3.8 67.1
6.80 57 5.4 72.5
7.00 39 3.7 76.3
7.20 42 4.0 80.3
7.40 20 1.9 82.2
7.60 36 3.4 85.6
7.80 34 3.2 88.8
8.00 26 2.5 91.3
8.20 39 3.7 95.0
8.40 15 1.4 96.5
8.60 19 1.8 98.3
8.80 10 1.0 99.2
9.00 4 .4 99.6
9.20 2 .2 99.8
9.40 2 .2 100.0
Total 1049 100.0
Based on the result presented in table 3 there were 124 of 1049 students
failed in the national examination in English subject in the last five years. It
showed that there were 11.8 percent students failed in the national examination
because of English subject in the last five years. Here is the table of descriptive
statistics and chart presented as the summary of students’ English achievement in
the last five years in SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura.
A. Discussion
B. Discussion
Figure 1
Students’ English Mean Score Profile
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8Students’ English achievement showed an inconsistency in the last five
years. The figure 1 showed that student’s English mean score in the last five years
showed a fluctuant chart line. In UN 2010 students’ mean score was 6.29. It was
higher than the accumulative mean score 5.85 in the last five years. There is an
improvement in UN 2012, students’ got 7.2 mean score of English subject. But in
UN 2013, the mean score decreased significantly into 5.4 from 7.2 and it was
below the accumulative mean score. An improvement was showed in UN 2013,
the students got 5.79. But it was still under the accumulative mean score in the
last five years. In 2014, the improvement from last year could not be kept. The
mean score dropped into 4.81, practically the lowest mean score in the last five
years.
Figure 2
Students’ English Standard Deviation Profile
Figure 3
Students’ Data Distribution of National Examination
0
100
5.85 (Mean Score)
4.29
6.41
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years. There were 1049 students participating in the national examination (UN)
with the standard deviation (SD) of 1.56 from the last five years. The bar chart
above showed that 50.2 percent students’ UN score were deviated from the mean
score. By the total of 526 students deviated from the mean score. 181 students or
17.3 percent got lower score and 345 students or 32.9 percent got higher score.
The total of 523 students or 49.8 percent was in the standard deviation area. The
data distribution of students’ national examination score is showed in figure 3. It
also shows us that the distribution of the data is normal based on the normal
curved shown in the figure.
Discussion
The purpose of this research is to know the students’ English achievement
profile. It is answered using the analysis of students’ English achievement from
the national examination (UN) in the last five years.
In the last five years, students’ English achievement is not showing a
promising result. From UN 2010 to UN 2014 the flowing chart line of students’
mean score of the data as showed in the figure 1 tells that there is an inconsistency
in the development of English subject in SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura. From
year to year, the chart line showed us waving movement of the data, it means that
after an improvement, there is a decrease in the students’ English achievement
each years for the last five years. The highest mean score showed in UN 2011 and
the lowest mean score in UN 2014. There were 11.8 percent students failed the
national examination in the last five years. Syahril (2007:4) in his research
entitled “Standardized testing in Indonesian secondary education: An analysis on
the impact of national exit exam (2005-2007)” finds
“In 2005, 30% or 400,000 out 1.9 million senior and vocational
school students failed the national exam. Some high schools
even had 0% passing rate. Unlike the failing students in 2005,
the ones in 2006 were not given the chance for a remedial test.
Despite the number decreased significantly to less than 10%,
these students were only allowed to take the equivalency test,
called ujian persamaan paket C.”
Another research in the same field done by Sumarna (2012:1) entitled
“Profil Hasil Ujian Nasional dan Faktor-faktor yang Mempengaruhi Pencapaian
Kompetensi Dasar Siswa SMA di Kabupaten Kolaka” found that
“Data from National Education Ministry showed in 2011 there
were 11.443 high school students or about 0,78 percent were
failed in the national examination. If compared to last year,
there are improvement because in 2010, there were 0,98 percent
high school students failed in the national examination.”
In this research, in the last five years, the highest mean score was in the
UN 2011. The means score was 7.2, the gap between the mean score of UN 2011
and accumulative mean score in the last five years is quite far, 7.2 to 5.85. Only 6
of 207 students were failed in the UN 2011 and it means that 97.1 percent students
automatically passed the passing grade of English subject. There were several
10
factors affecting students’ English achievement in 2011, internal and external. The
internal factors such as intelligence, attitude, aptitude and motivation were
affecting students’ English achievement. The headmaster of SMK N 1 Teluk
Keramat, Drs. Kartiman said that “…The other factor is also the high input of
students’ achievement in Junior High School. There were many smart students but
now in the last three years, we got so many ‘paket’ students.” The intelligence
factor was showed by the high input of students in SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat,
Sekura in 2011. Wirasto, S.Pd, an English teacher in SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat
said “…as far as I remember their interest of English subject were high but not
many of students could be considered good…”. The students’ attitude and
motivation were good enough but from the interview, there was no support from
the government in form of competition for students to show their aptitude in
English subject.
The researcher found that there is a limitation in this research so that the
researcher could not cover the information about family as one of external factors
affecting students’ achievement. But, it could be inferred from the interview that
students’ economic background also one of the factors affecting students’ English
achievement, Wirasto, S.Pd said “Economic factor is one of the reasons, they said
they could not afford dictionary”. SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura is located in
the rural area of Sambas region where most the citizen is farmer. Neighborhood
was helping by not holding party near the schedule of UN. School helped the
students to prepare facing the national examination. Zakirin, S.Pd, said “We
prepared them very well from their exercise at school and also we gave them extra
lesson after school. It’s already in the school policy”. In 2011, there were three
English teachers teaching in SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura. Zakirin, S.Pd, also
said “The school has already support us good enough. The school has provided us
with language lab with its dvd, tv and also infocus….”.
The lowest mean score was in UN 2014. The mean score was 4.81. It was
more 1 point gap to the accumulation of students UN mean score in the last five
years. There were 43 students failed in the UN 2014 or only 74.6 percent students
passed the passing grade of the national examination. The headmaster and
teachers blamed the ability of the school to get good quality students. Drs.
Kartiman said “…now in the last three years, we got so many ‘paket’ students”. A
surprising response showed by Wisarto, S.Pd.
“In the class that I taught, I taught at TKJ ( Teknik Komputer
dan Jaringan), TKJ were favorite program in our school, Their
interest and attitude toward English were poor. This class should
be getting high score but they were not. To be honest, some of
the students are entering this program not by the selection of
score but by the relatives they had that has the power to make
them entering the program. The illegal students were also
influencing the good one.” (Wirasto, 2015)
The abuse of power showed by the internal person as stated above by one of
the teachers greatly affects students’ English achievement in UN 2014. The
students’ attitude toward national examination was poor. Wirasto, S.Pd, said “The
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students were belittle the national examination because they already know that the
national examination only get 40% portion of their graduation. They know that
school’s score could help them and it has bigger portion (60%) than national
examination.” Zakirin, S.Pd gave his opinion about the factors affecting students’
poor English achievement in 2014, “Besides students’ poor interest, the material
for English subject is getting harder. The examination is also getting harder year
to year…” The condition was getting worse by the small number of teacher. There
are only two English teachers teaching 18 classes. Wirasto, S.Pd, said “each of us
is teaching 36 hours a week”. That condition surely affects the students’ English
achievement in UN 2014. Based on the observation, the researcher also found that
both the teachers spend more than 6 years completing their study in Teacher
Training and Education Faculty, Tanjungpura University. Zakirin S.Pd, said that
“… But honestly, I have no ability in using that (projector)…”. The qualification
of the teacher could also affect students’ achievement in national examination.
The facilities provided by the school were not improved so it remained the same
from few years ago.
The teachers understand that UN gives pressure and they hope that the
function of the national examination should be purified and changed back to what
it supposed to be without giving stress and pressure to students and to themself.
Sukyadi (2011:109) in his research about the national examination also found the
same result. He concludes “Overall they understand that the UN is important for
national standard, for measuring the schools’ progress, improving the quality of
education, and determining students’ graduation.”
The national examination has caused some seriously damaging impacts to
the education in Indonesia. The position of national examination in Indonesia as
the high-stakes testing put it most likely feared by all aspects it touches. Students,
even the brightest ones, feel fearful that they will jeopardize their future plans by
scoring one point less than the required minimum threshold in any given exams.
Teachers are forced to sacrifice their creative, innovative, meaningful, and
engaging lessons to allow time for students to practice the test drills.
The Darling-Hammond (1994) once says, “…the use of tests as a sole
determinant of graduation imposes heavy personal and societal costs, without
obvious social benefits.” I think in Indonesian this kind of context is true, national
examination (Ujian Nasional/UN) placed as the high-stakes testing burdened
every person which has resulted in extremely damaging costs, not only for the
students, the teachers, and the school administrators, but also for the society in
general. UN is still needed because the use of UN is important, and UN result will
be very valuable for the evaluation of the quality of Indonesia education. But right
now as the position of UN still as the high-stakes testing, Indonesia is losing the
chance to provide the quality education for its future generation. It is indeed a
huge cost for Indonesia.
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CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION
Conclusion
Based on the analysis of students’ English national examination score in
the last five years, 129 students failed the national examination so 920 students
success in getting minimum 4.0 in their English score in the national examination
for the last five years. The mean score in the national examination in the last five
years is 5.85. The maximum score is 9.40 and the minimum score is 2.00. The
standard deviation is 1.56. Students’ English achievement profile in SMK N 1
Teluk Keramat, Sekura in the last five years showed an inconsistency and tend to
show a negative progress.
Suggestion
Based on the result showed in the analysis of the research conducted by
the researcher, it showed that there was inconsistency in student’s English
achievement. There are several solutions made by the researcher; The ideal
condition for English subject in SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura is in 2011. The
school should reflect to the condition in the 2011 to increase the achievement of
English subject in the past three years where there is a decrease in the students’
national examination score and the negative trend of students’ English
achievement in SMK N 1 Teluk Keramat, Sekura is a serious problem. There
should be an evaluation of students’ English achievement every year. National
examination (UN) is one of many ways to see students’ English achievement
regularly. UN is held by the government each year at the end of Indonesian
academic year. UN is the most objective tools to measure students’ English
achievement. UN as a tool of measurement used for evaluation should be
evaluated seriously.
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